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Background
In the early 19003 aylorwas a clay mining and manufacturing towodted in thenorthwestern

portionof theCedar River Municipal \@tershedGRMW, figure 1). It was a companpwned
town and m 1910 over 1000 people lived and wedkhere (fgure 2) Clay pipe and bricks were
the primary productsandmany historical budings indowntownSeattle stillcontainbricks

manufactured at Taylor
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Figure 1. Location ofthe town of Tayloiin the Cedar River Municipal Watershed

Figure 2. Photographs from the town of Taylor in the early 1900s



The town included not onlgines andnanufacturing plants, but also staff housing, churches, a
school,hotel, andoall field (figure 3. The Columbia & Puget SoundaRoad carried products
to and from the town.
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Figure 3. Map ofthe historical tow of Taylor

There were concerns about the townodsasealypact or
as 1908phecausdaylor Greek that flowed through towrtimately drained into the Cedar River

upstream of the Landsbungunicipalwater intake A drainage ditcl{Taylor Ditch)was

constructed to shuttle effluent from the town away from tributaries to the Cedar Rivenyvast it
nevercompktely successfulConsequently, in 1944 Seattle began condemnation proceedings to
acquire the property forotect the drinking water quality. In 194&fter a successful legal

condemnation judgmerttie city bought the property and the town shut do®mildings were

removed and nnch of the area wasibsequentlpulldozed and replanted to Dougffastrees.

As a result of the disturbance from mining, construction and deconstruction of theataivine
variety ofnon-nativeplant species planted by town residebisthe early 2000s large areasrave
covered by invasive plant speci€Bhe townsite includes a vaty of habitats, including

wetlands, riparian areas, a small pond (formerly used as the town swimming hole), and upland
deciduous and conifetominated forestBecause of its historical significance, the large

footprint of the townsite, and its potentad high quality lowelevation wildlife habitat, the site

was a high priority for habitat restoration work.

Project Objectives
The project objectives are to restore native plant systeitidife habitat,and ecosystem
functioningin wetland,riparian, ad uplandareas Specific objectives include eradicating



knotweed and ivyandreducing or eliminating selectéarge thickets of blackberry, thereby
greatly reducing the ecologitinfluence of these species.

Restoration Treatments

Project objectivewill be achieved in phases over many years. Treatments are prioritized and
implementeds funding and staffing allowdiscussed in order of priority belowpuring all

work, historical artifacts are prateed and left in place (figure.4Details of all teatments by

year can be found in Appendix .

Treatments include:
1 Invasive plant species control and eradication by various methods
1 Pantinga variety ofnativeplant species to restore native plant systems and ecosystem
functions, as well as suppresswmative invasive species

Figur'e‘ 4. Historical artifacts seeand proté teduring restoration activities.

Knotweed Treatment

Bohemian knotweedPplygonumx bohemicum)a hybrid between Japanese uspidatumand
giant knotweedP. sachalinensg is a highly invasive, nonative plant that poses one of the
greatest ecological threats of any plant species present in the CRIMMSs large stands that
out-competaall native vegetatiorgre persistent, arateextremely difficult to eradicate. ¢an
reproduce from tiny root or stem fragments, which are readily transported by avateals, or
humans If unchecked, stands continue to expand and provide propagules that examerbate
createnewinfestations This is a particular problerhthe stand is located on a streams
propagules areasily moved during high water or flood evenknotweedwas apparently
plantedas an ornamentaly early residents of Taylor. Oathe town was deconstructed, the
knotweedexpandedind formed monapecificstands in large areas of the townsite (figure 5).
By 2013, a total of 9.3 acres of knotweed was measured in the Taylor townsite and ditch.

In 1989 Seattle passed an ordinapazhibiting theuseof herbicides in the CRMWThe intent
was to stop broadcaspraying of herbicide to control vegetation along forest roads, a typical



forest management technique at that time. This was prior to the widespread recognition of the
damage that certain norative invasive plants can do to ecosystems and water quality

Figure 5. Locationof knotweed patches in the Taylominsiteand vicinity

From 20052010Seattle Public UtilitiegSPU)staff attempted to control small patches of
knotweedn the CRMW by coveringwith fabric in an attempt to starve the rootsisltreatment
was successful on very small patches if the fabric was maintainkigle times a yedior many
years. However, oslightly larger patches where fabric was maintained for eight continuous
years, it was unsuccessful in killing the root§e attempted to use fabric to control patches
immediately adjacent tdaylor Creekstarting in 2008.Because these patches appeared to be
connected via roots to the large continuous areas of knotweed, covering therswcasssful
and abandoned in 2010

The onlyviabletreatment optioro eradicatdéarge paches of knotweedsiherbicide.After
extensive literature review and consultation with experts (including toxicologists), SPU staff
concluded that the risk posed by knotweed way high, viable treament options were
extremely limited, and the risk to water quality posed by treatiadghotweed with the herbicide
imazapyr was essentially nil. Seattle City Council agreed with this assessment, and in 2010
passed an ordinance to allow limited applaabf the herbicide Imazapyr to treat knotweed
within theCRMW. The first ordinance was effective from 202012. Follow-up ordinanes

were passed in 2013 and 2015, each for additional three ydaurrent ordinance authorizes
treatment through 2@L

The first herbicide treatmeat Taylor took place in 201dn 7.66 acresKnotweed canes were
pre-treated by bendinfpur to six weeks prior tthe firstherbicide application (figure 6). This
allowed sprayers access through the dense mass of cahessaired the applicators could safely
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